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Upon Defendant’s Motion for Recusal - DENIED
Upon Defendant’s Motion to Withdraw Guilty Plea— SUMMARILY DISMISSED!

Dear Counsel and Mr. Lewis:

The Court had under consideration Defendant Na-Quan Lewis’ (“Lewis”)

Motion for Postconviction Relief (as well as two motions to amend that motion) when

1 A motion to withdraw a plea must be made by motion under Rule 61. Super.
Ct. Crim. R. 32(d). The Court reviews the Motion under Rule 61 and

summarily dismisses it.



Lewis filed a Motion for Recusal® and a Motion to Withdraw Guilty Plea.® The
Motion for Recusal alleges an “appearance of impropriety and prejudice” claiming that
the Court did not docket or rule on a letter addressed to it from his then counsel Natalie
Woloshin, Esquire, dated November 17, 2016. He claims that the failure to docket the
letter was a “form of obstruction of justice” as it “couldve [sic] changed the whole
dynamic of the case In [sic] favor of the Defendant. It appears that the letter was never
docketed because Lewis’ counsel failed to copy the Prothonotary. Further, the letter is
not a motion. It simply noted his objection to the trial schedule the Court had set and
asserted his right to a speedy trial. The letter is now docketed as part of the Motion for
Recusal.’ Since the letter was not docketed because Lewis’s lawyer did not send a
copy to the Prothonotary and since the letter did not request a ruling, Lewis has
provided no basis for the Court to consider recusal.

Lewis’ Motion to Withdraw Guilty Plea, filed on June 4, 2018, was filed after
his sentencing on July 6,2017.> Itrecites what is essentially the same issue with Ms.
Woloshin’s letter as a basis to withdraw his plea. Pleas may be set aside after

sentencing only under Rule 61.6 Reviewing the motion as a motion under Rule 61, it
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plainly appears from the motion and the record in the case that Lewis is.not entitled to

relief.’

Therefore, the Defendant’s Motion for Recusal is DENIED. Defendant’s
Motion to Withdraw Guilty Plea, treated as a motion under Rule 61, is SUMMARILY

DISMISSED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

V%ﬂy yours,

("

Ferris W. Wharton, Judge

oc:  Prothonotary
cc:  Investigative Services

7 Super. Ct. Crim. R. 61(d){5).



